Aradt. Dsisd Febmai-y 26, 2010 

R EMARKS 

Applicant hereby replies to the Final Office Action dated December 2% 2009. Applicant 
ihanks the Examiner for caretliliy considering the application. 

C \cxi> ^ -r,, i K i 8-24 and 2S~33 are pend!j:g in tiie above -reierenced patenv 
applicatioB, Claims 1, 1 0, and 20 are mdependsnt. 

Ckims 6, 10-12, 20-22, 29 and 31-32 wsm reiecled imder 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U,.S. Patent No. 6,78 1,5 IS issued to Hayes et al. {"Mayes"). Claims 4"$, 8-0, 
13-14, 18-19, 23-24, 2S and 30 were rejected under 3S U.S.C. § 103(a) as bemg impatemuMe C:ver 
Hayes in viewof U.S. Patent No. 7,574,693 issued to Kemink f'Keraink"). 

Clsdn^ AmsjHdraents 

New claim 33 is added. Applicant notes that the limitations of new claim 33 have been 
separately sei^i-ched and examined by the Examiner previously. Therelbre. a mrlher search and/Q.r 
Examinaiicm ahould mi be necessar/ regarding new claim 33. No new matter is added. 

Ejection imdi-r35 ^\8.C2. I02(€) 

Rejection of claims I ~3, 6, 10-12, 20-22, 29 imd 31-32 isrespectililly traversed because, 
for at least the following reasons. Hayes does not disclose all of the claimed limitaiiotis. 
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According to MPEP §21 3 L 

'[aj csann is anticipated onlv if t-ach and ever; eieni.s,Mii as sei forth in 
the claim is found, either expressly or iahereatly described, in a single 
prior ^rt reference.' f Ve!;degaatBtX)f>...y^ 

Identical hrvcTJlion nuiS; .be shovvT! irs. as corapiete dc;aii as is contained 
iP i^c > ia.'^ < > 1 5^0 s \ ^ t \k>tv\ i o SOv^ I „> 1226, 
^^-^^U sl\\.rn-n.v !v\hie' ^ ■> :^>vjo :heelcn.>-«an-.i->-he 
arranged as reqnired bv Ihe alain-!, bui. this is i:OV an ipsissi.aris \-eibis 
test. i.e.. identity of terrranoiORv is not rcouired. i kt re Bond . 910 F.2d 
83L 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir, 1990!)^ 



Claim I requires, in part, 

discovering a pit^miUy qt'devices that are curremiy connected to the 
netwark; (b) obtmning m/brmationfor commanding md comwiiing 
at least one of the phicraiiiy of devices by at leasi one other device 
currently connected to physical layer of the network, wherein the 
information meiudes at least a device name and service type, and 
\\be'0!r. K< p'-.^NjCi. SavO" "kakc^ . c Mnru\MC< ^>.>.n ^^d . that 
om be used by the plurality of devices to commimicate wiih each 
other; (c) generating a graphical user ituerface hased at iectsi on the 
ot'>!i.L>ni\i ifiiormatkm. ihi u\cr m/.\'t!<'>. incii>ii,'ng ok'c <>r >nf^c 
references associated with each ofthe devices currently connected to 
the network, aad t^d) displaying the generated user uxierfisce sueii that 
a user can nse each reference oUhe displayed user interlace to access 
each device (emphasis added). 



Claim 10 reqaires, in part^ 

dhcovering the plurality of devices (hat are currently comected to 
the physical layer of the neJwork; (h) obtmning information for 
commanding and controlling at lea^^t one cfihe phuxdity of devices 
by at least one other device currently connected to the physical layer 
of the network^ wherein the information includes at least a device 
name and sendee type; (c) generating a graphiecd user imet^ace 
based at least on the obtained information the met Interface 
including one or more references associated with each ofthe devices 
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currently comnciedio the network and (d) displaying the generated 
user interface such that a user can use each reference of the displayed 
user hirern-ee to access each device (eniphasis added). 



Claim 20 requires, in part, 

discovering a plurality of devices thai are currently connected to the 
network in an aimmonmm- manner; (b) abtaining information for 
,\'Tr^ ru*"Ji: V* *-^'''<'' 'J*'/' "\ v>< s>;'e « ^ 'Ik p'h' ,./<\'j ..v^i . 
by at least one -other device currently cmn&ctedto the physical layer 
of the netwarh wherein the m forma f ion includes a! lemi a device 
')'<',% \'i< ^n' 'k e ."a'K'KiiO . v oai'Oi^. 

based at least on the obtained mfo-rmation, the user interface 
inclndingme or more references msocmted wttk-each of the devices 
eurrendy connected to the network, and (d) displaying the generated 
user interlace such, that a user cm use each refercrsce of the displayed 
user interlikce to a.ecess each device (emphasis added). 



Hayes is directed a universal remole control to controi intercon.neeted devices on a 
5)v. v<<o \ li.tt.ti-, 1 1<.) ' is J:!ceH ^■isiJv- -, on nuj'uortroi r -sr th.u di-wrsl't J ir 
\pp! V tnrs BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION. Disdnguishabhs in Applicant's claimed 
I Hont , any device liaviug a display can be the controller, where this feature is recited in 
! xh pc "sde-nt claims 1, 10, and 20 as "for at least one of said devices," "in the at least one device, 
iid <) k o? xi^ve oJ the Tuultiple devices," respectively. 'rhe.refo.re, Hayes fails to teach these 
v.La v^J irv.k or^ 
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''dkmvering the pluraUiy of devices that are currently connected to the physical saver of the 
network" (emphasis added} as required,, in pan, by claim 10, and '^discovering a piuraiity of 
devices that are currently connected to the network in an aukmomam manned (emphasis 
added) as required, in part, by claim 20, Applicant respectfully traverses this asscrtiim as Hayes 

eM'?h's<H^-i i ] i.>S!.\N v-<>l -s, I^s^-n- '--4: -j li<j\os liirtbor .!'.oc'<-no\ i^a! iho >k'^ it :ix 'sNv'J '--ahv 
(DAS) disclosed in I.J.S, Patent Application Serial No, 09/121,229 (nm/ US. PatcirtNo. 
6, i 573 19) is implemented. Tkc DAS is a manual set i?p that is user initiated. Again, no 
discovery is needed, nor required. 

Moreover, claim 1 of Hayes requires the remote control has, prior lo any eoramunications 
with a target device, a. stored set ofcotjsmands for cotitroili.ng .fuactioM of the target device, 
I'litgreibre, besides the device in Hayes ikiliBg to ieaeli discovering devices thai are carrentfy 
connected to the network, there is no need .for Hayes to discover the hiteroonrsected devices as 
ihe r-.*n-i!,>te ■..(lUtn'i a'-nAuty .stor^-s -he sci c<nmriatids; for Cf)ntrolhng tl;e larget device pnor to 
aL> c^^^^^uu^e< t^>-^-^ "Jx- cli xi.e 

Further, since the remote control of Hayes already Ineliides a stored set of comtuands for 
controlling the target device, Hayes cannot teach *\>htainmg information for commanding and 
controllmg at least one of ike plurality of devices by at least one other device currently 
connected to physical layer of the networl^' (emphasis added.) as required, in part, by claims 1 , 10 
Page 1.4 of 23 
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and. 20. Needless to say, Hayes, cannot additionally leacb ''"gsneratmg a graphical user interface 
bmed iemt mi Ihe ohm'med hifbrmation. she user inisfiace indnding oy^e or more references 
associated with each of the devices ciirrentiy connecied to the network; and (d) displaying the 
generated user im.erfece sischthat a user cm use each referexK-e of the displayed aser irieriace to 
acc^s* encb de%'U>e (e^.nhasis added) since Hayes does not. obtmn this infeoratioit Itoib the 

VKi'ix^i'diH Ju*.^ n--! k-'u (■ "f-it i.r^v-r.;Uh>:( v-icludc^- ai lesM <i i'^ vu\ :U.''"r AeA 

.V )K>^se r;. R fon \ * d^'S(.\ 'v.\u..C.. \si*i o u -I of' '.he :ocs scnMx e>\-;!ccicd to ihe :kiv\o^'\." ^u-^ 
jCOitco iroopendoj-^i >Ja.ftiN , 1 \ .aid i^l srjcc " ( 'A<-.- ^-^^ h.i'xx' on o srJV i?c<i vont wh-k ihc 

dnpli}. sne, '•'■■.<- ^',enoritt\' .re- i-v^oH h.:v Wd-h ir-U 5 ';^e5 cr,^ o,;. / > :rr>,^<> c of dx' 1 5^n\\oJ 
a^.i j tX'if.-oe TO lieces"^ jech do\ H.e, ' -s :o>-'iod 'a i'tdoro idem : 'rM,N i 10, -irr- e ] l.\<^e>- 

does not teach the "refereticesf ' 

In view of the above, Hayes Mis to disclose all of the claimed limitations of independent 
claims L 10 and 20 of the present application. Thus, independent claims 1 , 1.0, aid 20 of the 
pfeNcni .;pplK-ads>n f,^o p;.x-nainj -vscr I la>o.N jor <it leeM i-xc \'C,\<i-V:S s-t ;bnh ;ih--se 
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AddhionaJly, the claLtYis that. direcUy cm u> inxxh ut ix^nI oh c n\ 1 ' <nn\ "0 

6. 29 and 31-32, 1 ;■■ 12, and 2I-22, o-^ ^ e i\ ><^ p ^^or^ m ..^ ^. 
the same reason. 



Additiouaily, .nexv daim 33 requires, hi part. 



I ?^os jo\no^ 0 \i - io ri ao ) Nje«i, t vh'^^o \ r-\ T t,to o „ . 



The rejociiou of ci-ums 4-5, 18-I9, 23-24, 2S ^nd 30 a?ider,>5 U.X.C. i 

as bei«a tJDnatentable over Haves in view o.f Kemlnk. is rssnectfulb ttaveTsed 'because .tor 



50 ' \v> e'> ^ C s!>^ Dockes ^^o, SAM 1 .p/v'.J.64 



Itjhe key to sypporting imy rvikcUon ursUtrr 33 U,S,C. 103 io the clear 
articdation of the reason(s) why tlie claimed inTSHlion would have 
been obvious. The Supreme Comt m KSR Mematiomti Co. v. 

Tekftex ;/?c,, S50 U.S. , , K2 USPQ2d 1385. 1306 (20U7) 

.noted U-ai arsalysi^- supponivig a rejeaioa iu\dcr 35 U S.Cl'. 103 
^;houk1 be minle exp]n:ii. The Federal (^'irci.i.it lias staled lb:.n. 
"reicL'tiorsS o.n obsaou^nes^ carmo!. be siisi;iinc.'d Vvllh niere conclusory 
siaternents: i.nsic;id Lhcry rnvist be Josnc ;irhcul;;t,ed refiSorsiiH"? Vviiu 
s^oTViC ratiiynal u.ndyvpinnh\p. to supp.Kt tbc ie?^al coi-!clusi-;.in of 
obviou&ness ~ ^; rc KoIvk 441 FJd 077, 78 USPQ2d 1329, 
■r^o,IVd«bt S.vubo^,'A\ '-mM'S ,^P?SiV^!'. 

1396 (quoting Federal Cirowit statement, with approval). 



^ I to ur< >^.^iP1 ' 21'^ I lo Msp.cnc « v>i i," ^-^ >'< f^. f^-.iU - . \ 

/^c. 550 U.S. , , 82 l;SPQ2d ]39S'\397 \20i}7} idesuifled a uuniber of raU-^^ ft.^ \^ 

support a coacdussori of obviousness whicli are coDsisient with the iiroper "functional . ^fpovi a " 
to ihe deiemiuiaiion ofobviousncss as laid dowu in Grahawi.'" And, according to X'l''^ 
§2143.01. *'[o]bvkmsness can be eslablished by combining or modifying ti:se teachirp.-^ of dx 
prior art to produce iIk; claimed, invendon where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so,^' h re Kohn. A4\ vJd ^rrj^ 78 f ^SPQ2d ; 320, ; 335 (Fed ^ Joro^ 
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resultanl conibuiation obvious unless the results would have been predictable to one of ordinary 

.^klil in tlie ait." /CWi^ Intermnwnal Ok v, Teiefkx. hw. 550 U.S. , 82 l.ISf^Q2d 13S5, 

1396 (20(17). 



Additionally, a.ccording vo MPEP §2143 

|ai statement i.hat r.nodincauori of th.e prior art lo insect ihe cl3i.aK^d 
inveDtion wouid have been ''\ye[l 

Hie tiu^e the clairjjed snve-inon vv;^:^ .snade'' becuuse the referenees 
relied upon icacb tl^ai ah a;.;pects of tiK- ciiumod ii-veriUo-n were 
individually known in tlie art is apt suifieient to establish prima Jack 
ease of obYioasness wiihoot some objective reasoK to combine the 
teachi.ngs of tiie references. Ex parie Levengaod^ 28 l;SPQ2d 1.300 
(Pat, App, & roler. 1 993). 
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a user can use each i-eftrence of the displayed user htterface lo .hx-'vss 
each device (emphasis -added). 



as required, in part, by claim 1, 

disanwrmg ihe pinraiiiy of devices ihat are currenity conmcted to 
the physicai layer of the network: (b) obtmmng mfbrmatwn for 
mmmmding and controlling at kasf one of the phtraliiy.qf devices 

of the network, wherein the inibrmatioii inciisdes at ieast a device 
name and service type; (c) generating & graphical tmr interface 
bmed at hast on the obmined information, the user Interface 

currendy connected w the network; and (d) displnyiag the generated 
■user interface such that a user can. use each reference of the displayed 
■user interface to access each device (emphasis added)^ 



as required, irt pait^ by ciaiBi 10, or 
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Kejnink discloses an inleraet based service- for updating a programmable c - txxKo, 
where an fotemet site contains links lo appliance-dependent cootrol and feature option 
information that can be downloaded to Ihe device as a graphic user interfece (GUI) \ *\- ;oe« 
selects the device information from ihe Intcmei site. That is, Kemink teaches device infereiation 
is obtained from a website, not a device that is to he comtttanded and corm-olled. 

Evm if Kemink is combined wi.tli l-iayes, the resuh would still not teach or suggest 

added), ^^Gbiaimng information/br commanding and amtroUing at iemi one of the phicality qf 
devices by at iemi one other device curremfy commcmd to physical l&yer of the network' or 

) J i' > ^ <. ^ > > > ^ f <t ' <. < i' I •>' < i ' ?'< ' < ' < 
■interface including one or mare refkrtnces associated with each of ihe devices aurentfy 
connected to the mtworic' (emphasis added) as required, la pait, by claim 1, and similarly by 
claims 10 and 20. 

corrc^;pff}!di}!g IG each (::?cv-.^;e based o?i iJie i}iforma?ia}-! ofytai^ied from each device, arui wiiei eiri 
when the one link in the j-.'.¥er intetface is tmu activated iiie aciivaied iinii is used to access the 
tnsocimed device mui retrieve comrot ituerfoee description conttdoesi in ihe tissoci/m'd tievice 
to generate and display a device user interfdce based on the retrieved control interface 
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howevsr, fails to teach these HmitatioTis as Ketiiink simply discloses that the website, provided 
by appliance vendors and third, parties, provide the device control profile- for the corstrol devices 
(Kemink, col. 5, imes 1 1~.33), Therefore, it is clear thai Kemink does not teach or sitggest that 
the user interface includes data obtained from a device or that data is retrieved from the device 
since appliance vendors and third parties supply the device data, There-fo-fe. dependent claims 9, 
1 8 and 2S are paterttable over Bayes in view of Kemink for at least these reasons. 

Further, the assertions made in the Office .Action on pages 6-7 that lead to a couclusion of 
if -\ >^i>! .^-.i^ s^Vi ! V . nd 'J^^ '\ c \H i.r( -n''^ i-- ..a j .5i04l u>t . WVl P 
§2142 cannot be tomid Additionally, since the. combination of .Hayes and Kemink does not 
leaeh, disclose o-r suggest ail the Hnhlations t.sf Applicanf s a-mended claims 1 , 10 and 20, m listed 
above. Applicant's claims 1 , 10 and .20 are not obvious over Hayes in view of Kemink si.nce a 
prima facie case of obviousness has .not been met u»der MPEF §2 143, Thus, claims 1, 10 and 20 
of the present application are patentable over Hayes in view of Kemink for at least the reasons set 
io.rth above, .Additionally, the claims that directly or indirectly depend on amended chums 1 , 10 
. ud ^i. L;aee> o\.n'^-^ ^i-'^". ann ^0, T-! ^ jud U-:9, .'jhs '-74 ,a!,128, ^vs;\v'^\ .-is. .no 
allowable for at least the same reasons. 

Accordingly, Vyithdrawal of the 35 U.SXl § 1031a) reiectioBs of claims 4"5, 8-9, 13-14, 
18-19, 23-24, 28 and 30 is respectfidly requested. 
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Addkionaily, new claim 33 requires., m pari, 

•he service type comprises a type of service thai each device can 

provide and the user amtroi mmface is gemrmed and disi>iayed 
based on ai lemt an attribute and eapability ofihe service type,, each 
re.ferersce in the user imcrface includes at least ovie cieciron.iC Viuk 
providing direct access Irom the user intt:rface to at least ihe user 
control inteiface description, the user inmrface includes device data 
corresponding to each device based on. (he infarrnaikm obtained from 
each device, and tfptm the one link in the user interface being user 
activated, the activated link is med for accessing the d^sociated 
device and retrieving control interface description contained in the 
<^ '><!it'ic' t'\ ,\ t 'Of ,'<'\"/'".j ,',o > ' ''i \ > u ' 
interface based on (he retrieved control in(er/dcc descr iption, for imr 
imeraciion with that associated device" (emphasis added). 
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CONCIJJSION 

In viesv oi'the foregoing amead-menCs mid remarks. AppHcant believes that the claims ar 
hi condition for allowance. Reconsideration, re-^xamitiatioti, and allowance of aO claims are 
respectfully requested. If the Examiner feels that a telephone interview may help further the 
exaroioation of the present application, the Examiner is encooiaged to call the undersigned 
attorney or his associates at the telephone number listed below. 

P^asi. Jiic.; ;dl .'op^.^poi■;deviCc; ;.o My^jrs A«dras Sherman 19*>00 MacArlhur 
i^l\d . S-fih I ■ Hi, h■^ hi-. nh\-rni;i 'Cbl2. 
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